logical features (setal shape), often have a binary nature, that is presence vs. absence. A seta can be variable in a population, and one may attribute a presence probability to this seta.
In fact, the presence probability should be defined for each instar. One (Nayrolles, 1996) , but missing from it was a discussion of the nature and possi- (1986, 1988) Nayrolles, 1995a Grandjean (1948 Grandjean ( , 1971 What is partly resolved is the cell lineage fate.
Several authors (e.g., Doe & Goodman, 1985; Campos-Ortega, 1988; Held, 1990a; Simpson, 1990; Heitzler & Simpson, 1991) (Grandjean, 1939 (Matsakis, 1967 The spreading projection 1) between setae of a same whorl, 2) between setae of a same generatrix, and 3) between setae situated in the same place on the three tibiotarsi.
Bourletiella hortensis that a seta appears with variability at the third instar and becomes constant at the fourth. (Nayrolles, 1996) . (Andre, 1988 (Andre, , 1989b Nayrolles, 1996 (Andre, 1989a Nayrolles, 1993b Nayrolles, , 1994 Nayrolles, , 1995b .
The species and the abbreviations used in the tables are listed below:
Gisinurus malatestai Dallai, 1970 Caprainea bremondi (Delamare & Bassot, 1957) Caprainea marginata (Schott, 1893) Allacma fusca { Linnaeus, 1758)
Allacma gallica (Carl, 1899) Spatulosminthurus betschi Nayrolles, 1990 Spatulosminthurus lesnei (Carl, 1899) Sminthurus bourgeoisi Nayrolles, 1995 Sminthurus nigromaculatus Tullberg, 1871
Sminthurus viridis (Linnaeus, 1758)
Sminthurus leucomelanus Nayrolles, 1995 Sminthurus bozoulensis Nayrolles, 1995 Sminthurus hispanicus Nayrolles, 1995 Sminthurus multipunctatus Schaffer, 1896 Therefore, the intensive tibiotarsal neochaetosis would be a derived character of Sminthurinae" (Nayrolles, 1996: 133-134 (Fig. 7) . The initial matrix corresponds to Table XI André, 1988; Nayrolles, 1996) . Thus, for each species, the first instar (identical to the second) and the fifth instar (identical to the fourth) are removed. Correspondence analyses were performed on some matrices which have been produced by different data treatments applied to the initial array. As it has been previously noticed (Nayrolles, 1996) 
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